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circle, whofe Center was the Sun, pafling betwixt it 
and the Zenith, This Appearance continued about 
half an Hour. 

Des Cartes in his Book of Meteor, calls fuch Pheno- 
mena Parhelia, or Mock Suns , and gives us the Hiflo- 
ry of Five ieen at Rome, in. the year 1629. March 
the 20th , and Demonftratcs , that there may fbme- 
tiffles , according to the Laws of Refra&ion and Re- 
flection, appear Six at one time, viz. Five mock Suns, 
and the true one. 

I chanced to be at home alone, and few no Body to 
whom I could impart what I faw, till after the. Mock- 
Suns vaniflied, nor do I hear of any, but my (elf, 
that (aw them ; yet may you be certain, that I have 
not deceived my felf or you. 
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V. A Supplement to the Account of a Scolopcn- 
dra Marina, &>c. Defcribed N°aa5« of 
thefe Tranfaiiiotts* By Dr. Tho. Molyneux, 

Find -a Letter (Pbitofoph. Tranjaft. Numb. 249.) of 
Mr. D^/f's to Dr. Lifter, wherein he mentions the 
Scolopendr a Marina I gave an Account of, Numb. 225. 
of the TranfaftionSf as defcribed by Rondeleiius, under 
the Title of Phyfalm, in his Book, DePifcibus j but I 
rauft crave leave to differ from him in Opinion as to 
this Particular : For I conceive that Author could hot 
underftand by the Name of Phyfalm, what I mean by 
Scolopendra Marina^ e mare Hybernico, &c* but (ome 

other 
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ether Marine Animal : For if we'll fuppofe Ronde- 
letius faw what he there defcribes, and exprefled his 
words according to what he (aw, I think we cannot 
imagine that he and I had the fame objed: before us, 
or the fame Idea's in our Thoughts; and this will ap» 
pear evidently comparing his words with mine, which 
do not only difagree , but feem in many Particulars 
down -tight Contradictory, to ore another ; as where he 
fays of his Animal (Lib 15*° De Pifcibus f pag, 
429.) Ore caret , whereas I fay, the mouth of mine was 
a very large patulous Opening for the Bulk of the Animal, 
He fays, In medio I at tor eji &.Extremagracilefcunt y Pu- 
dendi muliebris fpeciem referens y whereas I fay, 'twas 
bigger at one end y and went taper or gradually , lejjening 
towards the other ; he fays, in Dor jo tumores parvi emi- 
nent verrucas Pifcatores nojlri voeant, I am lure I could 
obferve none fuch, but fay, the Bach was covered with a 
jhort foft fort of down, in Colour, Texture and Sub/lance 
like that which grows on the Leaf of Tufiilago ; fene- 
natumejje expert i fumus^ fays he , whereas I found two 
of the Scolopendras I defcribed in the Stomach of an 
Animal that had devoured them, and Digefted one as 
its natural Food and Suflenance ; from whence we may 
conclude, they are not Poyibnous ; and befides Ronde- 
letius his Icon agrees exadfcly with his own Defcrip- 
tion , whereas it neither agrees with my Defcription 
nor my Figure. From all which I think 'tis very 
plain , Rondeletius his Thyfalus , and the Scolopendra 
Marina I Defcribed, are quite different Species of A- 
nimak 

But I confefs Mr. Dale was thus far in the Right, thd 
lie fcems not to have known it himfelf, that the Scolo- 
pendra Marina I mention, has been taken notice of by 
others, before I fpoke of it ; for upon further Enqui- 
ry , fince my Writing that Account, J meet in the 

Ada 
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Aft a Medic a & Philofophica Hafnknfia % of Thomas jBar 
tholine, Vol. the 3d, pag, 87; the Figure of a Sea-Infett 
found at Xatwkk-up«Zee in Holland upon the Strand, 
and Communicated to the Publisher by Oligerus Jacobe- 
us , who gives it the Name of dermis Aureus vel /pe- 
des Eruca Marina rarior; which I am confident is the 
fame with the Scolopendra Marina £ Mare Hihemico^&cc. 
in the Philofophical Tranfattions ; tho* Bartholine's Fi- 
gure is Faulty , and the DeCcription ftiort, falfe, and 
imperfeft. 

And I am likewife apt to think, that Vlyjjes Aldro- 
vandus in his Lib. 5*. De Infettit Cap. 15. pag, 636* 
defign'd our Scolopendra by his fir ft Figure in that Chap- 
ter,, where he calls it Scolopendra Marina lato cor pore 
Jubcaftaneo velut pedibus innumeris longiufculis aurei Co~ 
lor is , and fays no more of it ; but his Icon is much 
worfe than Bartboline\ and requires (orate ftrength of 
Phanfy, to guels whether or no our Scolopendra is 
meant by it. And though it has been taken notice of 
before, yet it may in fome ftnfe pafs for a Non* 
Defcript, as I once thought it, the Accounts we have 
had hitherto of it, being fo very Lame and Imper« 
fed* 



^»^ MI «aiW J »«»^.«w <t MB>t»^»<^**^^^ 



T VI. An 



